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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The Applicant Response dated September 1 1 , 2006 to an Office Action dated 
May 11, 2006 is entered. Claims 1-5, 7-19 are pending in this application. 

Response to Amendment 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-5, 7-19 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-5, 7, 9-11, 13-14, 17, 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bushnell (US Patent Application Publication No. 2004/0120504 A1), 
and further in view of Mitchell (US Patent No. 5,651 ,053). 

Regarding claim 1, Bushnell teaches a method for providing a privacy 
management service in a telephone system by using originating calls to build a 
database of acceptable incoming calls, said method comprising: 

detecting a telephone call from a subscriber telephone number to a called party 
telephone number, wherein said initiating is performed by a subscriber (Paragrpah 
0019, subscriber originates a call to a called party and dials a telephone number); 
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determining if said called party telephone number is located in a subscriber 
database of telephone numbers corresponding to said subscriber telephone number 
(Paragrpah 0019, system 150 at step 205 checks to see if the called number of the 
associated outgoing call is in the subscriber's directory); 

adding said called party telephone number to said subscriber database in 
response to said determining resulting in not locating said called party telephone 
number in said subscriber database (Paragrpah 0019, if the called number is not in the 
subscriber's database, system adds the called number to the subscriber's database); 
and 

connecting said telephone call between said subscriber telephone number and 
said called party telephone number (Paragrpah 0019, the call is completed by the 
telephone switching system). 

Bushnell does not teach of using the subscriber telephone list for screening 
incoming calls such that a call from a caller with a telephone number on the subscriber's 
list of telephone numbers is directly connected to the subscriber, otherwise the call is 
processed by the screening application. 

However, in the same field of endeavor, Mitchell teaches of adding a telephone 
number to the subscriber's special caller list (Abstract, II. 13-15; col. 1, II. 60-63; Fig. 3, 
step 19; Figs. 6-7, the refusal list replaced by special caller list) to whom call was placed 
by the subscriber and enabling preferred callers to reach the subscriber without being 
screened (Abstract). All other callers are subjected to screening that involves prompting 
the caller to record his/her name and playing this recorded name to the subscriber to 
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accept the call, refuse the call or divert the caller to leave a recorded message for later 
retrieval by the subscriber (Abstract, II. 6-11). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Bushnell to include selective call screening as taught by 
Mitchell in order to handle calls from preferred callers immediately but "politely refuse 
unwanted calls" (Mitchell, col. 1, II. 15-16). 

Regarding claim 2, Bushnell teaches a method of inquiring subscriber database 
by sending both the calling number and called number (Paragraph 0019). 

Regarding claims 3, Mitchell teaches of a method of transmitting an inquiry 
transaction via a signaling transfer point to a service control point and said service 
control point is in communication with said subscriber database (col. 2, II. 38-41; col. 3, 
II. 37-44). 

Regarding claim 4, refer to rejection for claim 3. 

Regarding claim 5, Mitchell teaches of a method wherein said adding is 
performed via a signaling transfer point and a service control point in communication 
with said subscriber database (Fig. 1, items 40, 36-38; IP 40 as CSIP adds telephone 
number to the list in database at SCP 39). 

Regarding claim 7, refer to rejection for claim 1 . 

Regarding claim 9, Bushnell teaches of a system for providing a privacy 
management service by using originating calls to build a database of acceptable 
incoming calls in a telephone system having a service switching point in communication 
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with a subscriber telephone having a subscriber telephone number, and a service 
control point in communication with the service switching point, said system comprising: 

an off-hook delay trigger provisioned on the subscriber line at the service 
switching point for triggering a query to the service control point whenever a telephone 
call from the subscriber telephone number to a called party number is detected 
(Paragraph 0019, the telephone switching system 110 sends both the calling number 
and called number to the Click to Dial Favorites System 150); 

a subscriber database of telephone numbers in communication with the service 
control point (Fig. 1, item 152); and 

a service package application on the service control point for responding to the 
query by determining whether the called party number is located in the subscriber 
database, wherein: 

when the called party number is not located in the subscriber database, the 
service package application adds the called party number to the subscriber database 
and routes the telephone call to the called party number (Paragrpah 0019, if the called 
number is not in the subscriber's database, system adds the called number to the 
subscriber's database); and 

when the called party number is located in the subscriber database, the service 
package application routes the call to the called party number (Paragrpah 0019, the call 
is completed by the telephone switching system). 

Bushnell does not teach of using the subscriber telephone list for screening 
incoming calls such that a call from a caller with a telephone number on the subscriber's 
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list of telephone numbers is directly connected to the subscriber, otherwise the call is 
processed by the screening application. 

However, in the same field of endeavor, Mitchell teaches of adding a telephone 
number to the subscriber's special caller list (Abstract, II. 13-15; col. 1, II. 60-63; Fig. 3, 
step 19; Figs. 6-7, the refusal list replaced by special caller list) to whom call was placed 
by the subscriber and enabling preferred callers to reach the subscriber without being 
screened (Abstract). All other callers are subjected to screening that involves prompting 
the caller to record his/her name and playing this recorded name to the subscriber to 
accept the call, refuse the call or divert the caller to leave a recorded message for later 
retrieval by the subscriber (Abstract, II. 6-11). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Bushnell to include selective call screening as taught by 
Mitchell in order to handle calls from preferred callers immediately but "politely refuse 
unwanted calls" (Mitchell, col. 1, II. 15-16). 

Regarding claim 10, refer to rejection for claim 9 and claim 3 and claim 4. 

Regarding claim 11, Bushnell further teaches that the network is IP (Internet 
Protocol) data network, which connects telephone switching system, Click to Dial 
Favorites System, Telephone Directory Search Engine (Paragrpah 0021). 

Regarding claims 13, 14, Bushnell discloses a system wherein subscriber 
database (Fig. 1, item 152) is in direct communication with service control point (Fig. 1, 
item 151). 
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Regarding claim 17, Bushnell discloses a user system (Fig. 1, items 101 B, 
102B, 103B) in communication with subscriber database for updating said subscriber 
database (Paragraphs 0021-0022). 

Regarding claim 19, it recites a computer program product that substantially 
performs a method as claimed in claim 1. Bushnell discloses a system with components 
that use computer program product as is well known in the art (Fig. 1; Paragraphs 0015- 
0016). Refer to rejection for claim 1 . 

5. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bushnell 
and Mitchell as applied to claim 7 above, and further in view of Lection (US Patent 
Application Publication No. 2004/0096046 A1). 

Regarding claim 8, Bushnell teaches of adding caller telephone number to 
subscriber database (Paragrpah 0018, if the calling number is not in the subscriber's 
database, system adds the calling number to the subscriber's database). 

Bushnell and Mitchell do not teach of a screening option of always answering a 
call and connecting the calling party to called subscriber. 

However, in the same field of endeavor, Lection teaches of automatically 
answering the telephone call if the caller identification data (calling line number) 
matches an entry in the screening list maintained for the subscriber (Paragrpah 0023). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Bushnell and Mitchell to automatically answer the call 
from the caller on approved list as taught by Lection in order to provide "the hands-free 
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management of a telephone call without requiring the called party 170 to view the 
display of the handset 160, or to use the hands of the called party 170" (Lection, 
Paragraph 0025). 

6. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bushnell 
and Mitchell as applied to claim 10 above, and further in view of Miller (US Patent No. 
6,944,184 B1). 

Regarding claim 12, Bushnell and Mitchell do not teach of TCP. 

However, in the same field of endeavor, Miller teaches of using TCP/IP to 
connect database and SCP (col. 2, II. 40-46). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Bushnell and Mitchell to connect subscriber database to 
SCP using TCP/IP as taught by Miller in order to provide "a method of connecting to 
SCP units that does not require dedicated, expensive SS7 signaling links" (Miller, col. 4, 
II. 3-5). 

7. Claims 15-16, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bushnell and Mitchell as applied to claim 9 above, and further in view of Weinman 
(US Patent No. 6,658,455 B1). 

Regarding claim 15, Bushnell and Mitchell do not teach that the subscriber 
database is a relational database. 



Application/Control Number: 10/646,496 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2614 

However, in the same field of endeavor, Weinman teaches of a database (Fig. 1, 
item 110) that is relational (Fig. 1, items 105, 106, relates data in personal rule base 
with data in personal storage directory). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Bushnell and Mitchell with a database that is related to 
each other as taught by Weinman in order to arrange data separately according to their 
function and thus keep each data entity manageable in size and hence to save real-time 
when referring to any data in it. 

Regarding claim 16, Bushnell and Mitchell do not teach that the subscriber 
database is accessed through a server. 

However, in the same field of endeavor, Weinman teaches that the subscriber 
database (Fig. 1, item 110) is accessed via a server (Fig. 1, item 115) (col. 1, II. 61 -col. 
12, II. 3). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Bushnell and Mitchell with a database that is accessed 
via a server as taught by Weinman so that the server "regulates information flow" 
(Weinman, col. 1 1, II. 63) according to the requestor's access level as is known in the 
art. 

Regarding claim 18, Bushnell teaches a user system (Fig. 1, items 101B, 102B, 
103B) in communication with subscriber database (Fig. 1, item 150) via a network (Also, 
Mitchell, Fig. 1). 
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Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US Patent No. 6, 1 60,877 Tatchell 
US Patent No. 6,363,41 1 Dugan 
US Patent No. 6,41 8,21 1 Irvin 
US Patent No. 6,549,619 Bell 
US Patent No. 6,631,182 Schwab 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hemant Patel whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8620. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 AM - 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Fan Tsang can be reached on 571-272-7547. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Hemant Patel 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2614 
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